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2a)El This action is FINAL. 

3) D Since this application is 
Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) UiO is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) Kl Claim(s) 1-10 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)Q None of: 



irtified cc 



2. Q Certified copies of the 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translatior 

15) D Acknowledgment is 

,' n Notice of References Cited (F 
2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Pate 
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1 . The response provided by the applicant has been read and given careful consideration. 
The previous rejection under the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12 is withdrawn based upon the 
amendment to the claims. The amendments to the abstract and specification are approved and 
have been entered. 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 




2b Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The claims should insert - - the remainder of - - in place of "another" in the last lines of 
claims 1-3. There is no "another multilayered structure" introduced. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 




The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 



obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 




5. Claims 1, 3-6 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being fully anticipated by 
Ueda et al. '598. 
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Ueda et al. '598 describe the laminate of figure 21, which comprise a peelable substrate 
(4), a hologram layer (2), an adhesive layer (55), a black light blocking layer (54) a second 
adhesive layer (56) and a removable substrate (53). (col. 18-19) Useful photopolymerizable 
volume holographic recording materials, such as omnidex-706 is disclosed. (13/13-15). The use 
of a colored transparent or opaque layer in place of the black layer, or the blackening/coloring of 
the adhesive layer itself is disclosed. (18/52-65). 

The applicant mistakenly assumes that the black layer (54) is considered an adhesive 
layer. The examiner considers it the colored layer recited in claim 5 and therefore as part of the 
multilayered structure of the heat seal layer together with the adjacent transparent heat seal layer. 
Therefore the contention that the PET layer is not a heat seal layer material is moot. The 
description of the colored layer recited in claim 5 as part of the second heat seal layer dilutes the 
"successively stacked" language. 

6. Claims 1-6 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Morii et al. '378. 

Morii et al. '378 teach the laminate of figure 10b, which comprise a protective layer (7), 
an adhesive layer (5"), a hologram layer (6), a second adhesive layer (5'), a colored layer (9) a 
third adhesive layer (5) and a removable substrate (1 1) (illustative example 5). Useful volume 
holographic recording materials are disclosed. (12/28-16/35). Useful adhesive layer materials 
include acrylic, acetate, gelatin, casein, polyvinyl acetate and hot melt resins. (12/7-27 and 
33/49-65). The surface of the surface protective layer (7) may be provided with a release layer 
and a rigid film initially adhered to it and them peeled from it. (18/33-52). Figures 4 and 5 show 
the tearing of the holographic layer when delammation is attempted. The use of colored sheets 
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as layer (9) is disclosed as providing a background color different from that of the hologram to 
enhance the contrast of the image. (26/46-57). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the invention of illustrative 
example 10b by providing the surface protective layer with a release layer and a peelable 
substrate based upon the disclosure to do so. ). The relative softening points of the adhesive 
layers are inherent as the medium does not come apart when applied. 

The applicant mistakenly assumes that the colored layer (9) is considered an adhesive 
layer. The examiner considers it the colored layer recited in claim 5 and therefore as part of the 
multilayered structure of the heat seal layer together with the adjacent transparent heat seal layer. 
Therefore the contention that the PET layer is not a heat seal layer material is moot. The 
description of the colored layer recited in claim 5 as part of the second heat seal layer dilutes the 
"successively stacked" language. 

7. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over either of 
Ueda et al. '598 or Morii et al. '378, in view of Kushibiki et al. '285. 

Kushibiki et al. '285 teach the provision of layer (5) which acts to provide a background 
color to the hologram and may be comprised of a metal or metal oxide (7/20-42). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the invention of figure 21 
of Ueda et al. '598 or figure 10b, (illustrative example 5) of Morii et al. '378 by using a 
background of a metal or metal oxide as taught by Kushibiki et al. '285 for use with volume 
holograms in place of the red dyed layer with a reasonable expectation of achieving comparable 
results. 
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The rejection stands without further comment as no further issues beyond those addressed 
above were offered by the applicant. 

8. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over either of 
Ueda et al. '598 or Morii et al. '378, combined with Kushibiki et al. '285, further in view of Kaule 
CA 2046711. 

Kaule CA 204671 1 teaches a holographic transfer film comprising a substrate (10), a 
separation layer (12), a protective film (14), an embossed layer (16), a metallic holographic layer 
(18), a protective layer (20) and an adhesive layer (22) and a peelable substate (pages 5 and 6) 
The adhesive layer (22) may be colored black (page 6). The use of volume holographic 
materials, rather than embossed or relief holograms is disclosed, (page 6). 

In addition to the basis provided above, it would have been obvious to modify the 
combination of either of Ueda et al. '598 or Morii et al. '378, with Kushibiki et al. '285 by 
coloring the lower adhesive layer, rather than have a separate color layer based upon the 
disclosure of equivalence by Kaule CA 20467 1 1 . 

The rejection stands without further comment as no further issues beyond those addressed 
above were offered by the applicant. 

9 Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rej ection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 



1 0 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Martin J Angebranndt whose telephone number is 571-272-1378. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Huff can be reached on 571-272-1385. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9309 for regular 
communications and 703-872-9309 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0061. 




